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ABSTRACT 
In an attempt to determine the actual knowledge of, 
implementation of, and interest in individualized instruction, a 
‘two, r survey was recently completed, involving 284 ges school" 
Ee hs os teachers with a- degree in eithe ocener ary 
education from an accredited college or ufiversity.'T ‘ * sgilowing, 
three. survey ins#ruments, designed as questionnaires, wer : 
administered: (1) "Unit. Evaluation," INTRODUCTION TO INDZVIDUALIZED 
INSTRUCTION;. (2) "HOW WELL IS INSTRUCTION BEING INDIVIDU LIZED"; and 
(3) "Interest Finder," INTRODUCTION TO INDIVIDUALIZED IN 
Instrument 1 was used to assess: teacher knowledge about 
individualized instruction. The questionnaire consisted /of. 30 
‘yocabulary words, which the respondents: were requested to define. 
Instrument 2 was used to assess the' degree of classroo 
implementation of te geben instriactional: technignes by the 
teacher. Participants responded to various degrees of pplication of 
- 20 descriptive ‘classroo atank including room organization, .material 
usage,. teaching strateples, and evaluation techniques. -Instrusent A. : 
_ was’ used to assess teacher interest in individualized instruction. «. ~~ 
The teachers were asked to select five topicg about which they 
desired more information. The topics were selected from a list of 
‘classroom teachipg methods. This survey revealed that classroom 
teachers are interested in using individualized instruction as a 
method of teaching and that,teachers do desire hcl and 
direction in implementing this mathe (BM) 
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ie administrative units ‘are giving "lip service!’ only to this teaching 


methodology. : Critics argue ai teachers in the public schoolls 


; eN 
Individualized Instruction: “Teacher Assessment 
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Exhortations of individualized instruction, as.an effective method 


‘of classroom teaching are sounded repeatedly by educators at all }evels. 


Books and articles are written, curriculum guides are MevElopet: lectures 


are presented, and napaew) training workshops are neve grey! a em- 
| > 
phasize teaching sfrategi s to meat individual needs.. However, criticism 


has be&n ntade that both teacher training Institutions and public _sthool 


do not know'!'how'! to individualize their teaching. aig ¥ 
F " 5 Pees Ss ‘ 7 ‘ r] 
In an attempt to’determine the Sctual knowledge of, implementa 
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of, and interest in individuahized ‘instruction, ‘a two year survey i 
a . We ° 
ng twa hundred eighty-four (284) @ublic school classroom teach 

rs ; 
® 


was’ recently completed. b 


Each participant, in the: study had completed either an: elementary / 


: ae 
‘ 
or secondary teacher aduvatton curriculum at an accredited college or 


university. patleny of teaching assignments’ was included. in the survey 


in order to’ obtain a range of hes Daas . Fourteen’ (14) different teacher 
: , ‘ 


training institutions ‘were reotdveeed by the respondents. ° 2 x 


Partielpants, completed the a three survey instruments de-: 
signed as| questionnaires: eo" ‘ 
“Instrument #1 “Unit Evaluation," INTROQUCTION TO 
; P * INDIVIDUALIZED INSTRUCTION, Education 
Service Center Region xl, Ft. Worth, 
. Texas . .*% 
Instrument #2: — HOW WELL’ 1S neat BEING INDIVIDUALIZED, 
i ICIM, Field Services Bureay, University o 
Texas at Austin 
| 


~~ 
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Instrument 32" nefe Y Finder," INTRODUCTION TO INBIVIDUAL\-ZED 
ms STRUCTION, Education Service Center, Region \xl 
Peal : cht. Worth, Texas P \ 


Two hundred eighty-four (284), were completed accurately to be used tn th 
“survey. ELRMenCaris tescher responses were categorized as sprimary grade gm 


(1, 2, ein and upper sienete (4, 5) -and 6). Sétondary” ‘teacher responses 
* ‘ a 
_ were organlzed by teaching areas: social ‘science, mathematics, schences, 
English, foreign languages. No attempt was ate to restrict ‘the study to. 
» P 
teacher age, ke, or mrpert nner. d 


: ® 
° ‘Instrument #1 aboye’ Was eed to assess teacher ee about® in- 


a ada instruction. The eerie ‘consisted of thtrey vocabulary 
cs : . a : / a? 5 f 
words. Respondent were’ ranuextad to define the terms. Primary level 


class rien teachers correctly. defined approxinapely 35% of the words. Upper 
~ 


gienentaey teachers, asa group, defined’ 28% of, the Saving. Secondary \ 


. 


teachers correctly defined the terms as fol lows : social studies teachers, 


' 


15%; English teachers, 29%; teachers of ‘mathematics, 22%% science teachers, 


193; Bachers: of foreign languages , 27%. a ; rae es 
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“Instrument #2 above was used to assess the degreg of classroom imple- 


Sy 


mentation of individualized instructional techniques by the. teacher. Part- 


¢ 
helputee responded to,. various dégrees of application of twenty (20) de- 
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scriptive class rodm items including room organizatjon, mecerrg usage, 


. 


eeaenlng Strategies, and syaluacion techniques. Findings are Suimarized: 


in Table | for both elementary ae secondary ROACHAPS 4 : * & - 
- | The final instrument (#3 stove) was used to assess teacher Interest 


in individualized instruction. . The ‘teachers were asked to asleye, five topicg 


* 


about which they desired more inforniettad: The topics, selected were from 


‘ 


. 


the following list of ten: \; 


Simulatioh-and games _ ~ a d ¢ 
Team Teaching - , : ; 
Schoolwide orgin{zat on ‘for individualized instruction 
Grouping - @  -\ iy Us 

Student Assessment 

‘Behavioral Objectives . 

Learning Packets 

Independent Study 

Programmed Units 

Multi-media approach 


ApRRDRN fe tely 75% of the secondary teachers indicated ‘interest in “earning. 


ry ° oe - 


Aa « 
about indi idualized. instruction in the areas of "team teacting," uRtRaY Ales 
uw 


and "learni g packets. A somewhat smaller perceritage indicated interest 


. n Ui % . 9), 
tin? “multi-med\a‘dpproach'' afd "programmed units.'t’ Elementary teachers rated. 
_ interest in Jgarning-more about "student assessment," "simulation and ‘games ,'' 


and ''multi-sedia\ approach.'' Only a small.percentage showed any interest in’ 


-\ « 


“behavioral objectives'' or ''schaol wide arganization for individualized 


\ 
\ 


inktruction." 


Analysi-s 
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‘ ae 
An andlysis. for this. eeraberene of individualized Tngtrucs isn produced. “these 


« 


. “aadi fiona findings: \ $ Ot 


Some 80% of elementary classroom teachers use 
aAndividualized instruction to some extent, 


- - . ; . &. se 
Primary grag Je teachers (1-3) rank highest in the 
utilization of padiueldustized oe ’ 
y J 
Secondary tea hers in, the areas rot ‘math,; Englishy” ‘ 
and foreign ‘14anyuage indi yidaal ize Meena 
to some \exten : a % i 
1 t = 
teachers of secondary social studies rank the 
‘\fowest in using | individualized PnSERiCtIon. 


Approximately 75& of those sarmayad ehewadl a ‘dettntin 
_Heficient knowledge of individualized ingeruction. 
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Results of this Survey h certain implications for teacher educators , 
‘at, the univers ity vt inl wie for public school administrators “respon- 


sible for staff development ‘in {the focal schools. . = 5 


“ee . 


a . ie ; . 3 ; \ “tr 
For the teacher training institutions, units of study in indtvidval 1204, . 


f ¥ Py % ‘ . , 5 ! od . 
instruction should be included in both* elementary and secondary@educat jon 


programs,. “Sucky ‘study should invo]¥e intensive knowledge-based: experiences ” 
: ar. . f . tea * 5 x. oe A sites 

as to the theory of individual ization as well as implementation experiences * 

r] vas ' : Sie ae ; - ‘ f 
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in.a simulated Spits oless tose situation,: 


A Second implication is directed toward public school administrative 
“personnel « Those individuals ‘charged with thé responsibi Lities~for pro- 
, . - ‘ y 


5 J 2 ’ . a 5 oy ‘ 
fessional staff deVelapment should organizé’inservice sessions to provide : 
a . - . . - 1 © ty *~ ie , wy 
teachers with information and assistance- injorder to utilize individualized c as Ps 
. ¢ Cn . “ 1 . 


. = ; - ‘ 5 . « 
‘ instruction as, a teaching tethnique.*- The..inservice' sessions could include «+ . 


. 
« 


workshdf, demonst rattons , visitations to ivode] ‘classes,, and other practical 


ea a 


experiences.which gould be. directly applied ‘to the clasSroom. + * 
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1» + Conélusion .- . as 
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, this survey ‘reveaJed that’ élassroom teachers, are interested in sine. : 
individualized instruction As a-method of. teaching and taachors Wo desi re 
-leadership and di rection *fn imp Jemerit ing this method, Raut ts of this study 
. cul be useful to dicate at the universtty level as they. revise present” 
? zt % . : , ’ : : 
teacher training programs vat both the unde rraduate and graduate levels, The 


results could also be considered by nisi sent administrators who design , 


as < + tee 


inservice programs for staff develop nt.’ Individual “instruct ion may not be ° 


mg iS a _ ; é { an Cae 
the ‘panacea to all, classroom teaching7learning situations but certainly 

to f.- “ : 
deserves consideration as an important instructional tool. oot ores 


TABLE | 


‘Percentage of Individualized Teaching 
e* " *by 284 respondents 


Categories of Totally Approximately ; Some +: . “No* 
j Teachers Individualized 50% Individualized, - Individualization Individtalization 


Elementary -. 
Upper Grades 


Secondary . 
Social Studies 


» Foreign. 
Language ™ 


*-Based on 20 descripti p items in ''How wel Bis Instruction Being Individualized" by “Coody. and 
* Harris, Univers Lty of; Texas at Austin,, 1975. ‘ : 


¢ 


